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^[^1^5#, 28 2006 

TPftw) 

: ^T3«Rr 3IW 6)4 I<ri (’jjBf) w fTH % ■^ % anrar w ^ ^Piffira'irtr? itJHfe 

if. lS/6/200S-^WN!^.-yl^ gif 1995 if gsiiwhf^a 
artlrPrzi'K, 1975 cWT (^nfer ^aff ^ ^ tr ^cg> 

ifcf 3iRiR<w K5T 3rra>cR irtbr aff^ af^ w Pitik«i) 

1995(f^ ^ ^lenM Pf^HNcfl w w ^ ^ «ZIH if 7^ H? 

yiBl<1>l'51 (f^ ^ H|(?I4>|{1 W W ^ 30.8.2001 

^ arfSt^rRT ito 64/i/2000-#^tti;^ ^ 3m% 3rf%'T ^ uRoim 

arf^RjRr^ ^ 3R? apfRiw g^ir (f^ 5^ ^ 

t?T ^ W ^ ^ ’JcT ^ 3TS!M ^ ^ Rijflcld (f^ ^ 

^ w ^ ^ aiRncT w Rr?gwj^ cFmj ^ 

^ RfiwRiii ^ ^ aft I 

3fk ’TTcT W 3.10.2001 ^ itt’TT^c^ ^0 

99/2001 -rf t qRjgg ? SRT PlW!JlcH<l> Vl^^sft RTRI W an I 
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2. 1 

- \ 

i 

viwK t 3TPTffty TT7 ^ 

^ WIT '3irai % I Rh1u| ^TFnft t sjk ?^5T 5T#T ^iJeRiW ^ 

^-'f<'!i^Hlr*i<l5 X^lvJini^ ftrJlT 'SncfT ^ I ^’titni JPTt^ c)K^f$lc4l^ JRffupft, 
wlR'i, iwlR'i sipff ^ ftPn#r, amnftci 7'Terrff w 
^ (^i^) ^ fW vsirar t I ^etHi*i)<H «n^ ^jt ^ 

ara ^ 13frr ^3^ ^ Wr # i 

j 

I 

^Me ^ aif&Praw ^ arsznTj 25(3rf^rPr^ 

^ «rRT V ^ 3^1141 % ^<ifei t), ^nT?W 2523.21 ^ w tl 

f%g, '«fl*1l^cO» ^T8II 3ll4<S'(fi cl^n^'JiJI # '{i<t7clli’Hch ^ t 3ik 

. vJ'Gcpl *i1uj^qi \3fra ^ ift HcpR ^TSZlcTT t I 

j 

i 

I 

3. 

'{fl*ii!g<?«b tRqj (^!Rfm) aif&Pm, 1995 afk ^ 

(^’!i»iNcfl ^ jnfiwi^l ^ ar^rm t f^ ^ ijjT ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3iN!^ii*di ^ wr-wr 1?? ^ ^ I 4o Tirf^FT 4^?^ f^o 

fef^vjn), ^iyrsth srt 4o ^ 0^ #^fe 

^ tcifJrts ^ ^J%5) % ^ jn«^TT-^ t 

^ ^ ^ ararar ggf % RylRld ^iete w ^ otr 

^ ^ Piuif-y* ^apfteiT ^ arm^^iw ^ t aft? 

arj^ t % aif^t^YRTarf ^ ^c7 ?? eRi? fi? 

med'f'nil g>r api^ ?m g4f ^ ai^ ^ ^ ??rT ^ aft? Wt 

?St^ ^ W? I TUfim^t ^TRcTT t f^ atj'tiR l d ^5g> ^ 

?nft 5 n ^>?^ ^raT?f 4 ifeT (?i?fr£R) ailliP i ^H, 1995 

^ tiKi 9 ^( 5 ) aft? ??f ailtiPiq*i ^ ^ Pi<E*ii« eft ^ 

dgW ^ ?m ^iJlRld ?^ I 














j 


4. ?Tlftcr%gT 

c!?r ^ cTajT fijR t I 

5. 

30.8.2001 ^ sri^RjW ^0 64/1/2000-#^^^ gRT arfJRjf^RT 
3Tf%^ ^-hRuiihI sft? 3.10.2001 ^ RTO 99/2001- 

gRT cRTH? 3 jf^ 1553? g»t ^ T 3 #n gRT JR^S 

^?TTS^ ^ aiRTR ^ ^ H|(5|4>I^I (^SRIRr) 

3Tf5}f%^R, 1995 3^7 HlC'i'(l41 P)4*liqcfl ^ St^'HlX gRI ^PflSIT «b'(^ 
TRiggRi ^ jn?>T t ft) ggr ^ gsR ^ ^ ^ amgr ggf 
^ P l gff ^ d ^iftg ^ STRRff g? q i dHX it i) ^?RTR ft)? gift ^ 
wqwi grag aft? ^ijft g)r ft aft ft gnft ?g% aisjgr ^roftt 
^'Offtr ft% ftt ^ftragr ftft i 

133 aftai ftgft) 30.8.2001 ftt aiftqgR fto 64/1/2000-ftlftftft ft 
3Eriff qigart ftl gR^r ffta w t 14o ft.ft. ^iga qlftte ggqf (ft.ft.. 
ftlfttl g)T gar fto lUftR gng-t^gl ftro % ^Jef gfig 4 ft ^ftcj 
33ftft g)t aik ft angft^R ftgr ar | jnftggft gg jr^r t ft? fftf gftftft 
TR ft^ ft)3iT vsn? fttftr dM^gd ftgglgft ft aiffTR; tftcj arftg ft ^ ft 
?Ri 3 ft ftg^ Rof g)T ft^ar \ddlWd gRcT f I 

6. Rra araft 

aftar ft jrftgRTS!} grfg-agft ftft^ i aig^ 2004 ft 30 fftftg? 
2005 (12 gftft) gg) ft ft? t I fft|, aft ft?ftgR ft gft 2002-03, 2003- 
04, 2004-05 gar grrg-aigft ?rrftoT ftft I 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 



Part I—Sbc. 1 


^ ^ Pl<!jid*X ■TRd -Jdldldl' ^ ^TF?Kr 

'it4(Sid w strara^ dWT HitWaft afk 
^ ^ t ^ l^ratRd ^ d«lT d^ W ulMchl^l 

3 m% l^dR PlHfciRdd aiddd 


?5t d'(cbKl, dRd 
3TcnT“3IenT ^6l 
d d>^ afk aM- 


5Jl(5|d5|'?) 

dT%3d dd dsftd Hdidd, 
dTl^[dd ftiTR, 

med'iitfl did^ d?Tpi^?ncrd(#3ftd^), 

dJddTiO 240,^€ftd ddd, 

dt 10011. 

d5tt 3!^ 5^ ddTdJR ift aiw fd drm ^ 
PldlRd dRdldfir ^ ’ftdddJTdl^ I 


ftdtfer dan 


dTRd-’^Nr 


d’ftdn ^fid«ft d^ ’ft \»iH<*>ift aftd ^ddif ^ dftf ft ai^ftflr fcT%d 
^ ft ftdlT dlTd dfr Sftftddft dft ddftdd' dft dd ^ftdfT af^RJddT i> 
dddfR dft dlft^ ft dl#d(40) ft fttdd d^d dfld df^ ?d fftdtfftr 
■ddd-ftftd ft fttdd dftf vdMcbift dTO dft ftft t SlddT ddT vdlddjfft adjft 
ftft t ft ftftt f^lft ft jnftddft dTddftft fftddTdftt ft JiTJdR, aidft dm 
vJdcJdf daft ft andR dd didft vrid-dRuild fftftft dR dft’fT I 


dnftftftdi dJI^cr dJI fftft«dd 


fftdd 6 ( 7 ) ft 3 l^;dR dftt ftt 
dldd ft anftdfttd 3RT dlft ■R 


d«[^ arm dsfddft ^d jR^d 

nftftftdj dd 5 df dd fftftOT ^ dftdT I dfft 


9. 
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•vjjfj nsraTR an^g; ^ ^ ^ ’T'n^ ^ 5 ^ 13i»rai 

g? ■gaft^ wngf^ ^ iftg? ggn ‘jxdf t 3i®Ri ^ ^ ^ 
gixrrar t gt ^ jnf^ragtT ^ ^ anarR ^ 

sm^ vgm mRu tth ^5"? sft? ^?Rg>R g>f ^ %wfM gj^ 


^ v5ftd ^^PT5r^ % i 

15F^ «ii^«t>T^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department ^ Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhvthe 28th February. 2006 
Initiation Notification (Sunset Review) 

Subject : initiation of. Sunset Review regarding anti-dumping duty 
imposed on imports of White Cement Originating In or 
exported from United Arab Emirates (U^) and Iran. 


No. i5/«/2oa5-DGAD.—Whereas having regard to the Customs TaiifF 
Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (identification, 
Assessment and Coliection of Duty or Addftionai Duty on Dumped 
Articies and for Detennination of Iriiury) Rules, 1995 (herein after 
referred to as AD Rules), vide ftotification Number 64/1/20(^^^ 
dated 30.8.2001, the Di3signated Authority (herein after referred to as 
the Authority) notified its final findings recommending definitive anti 
dumping duty on import of White Cement (hereinafter referred to as 
subject goods) originating In or exported from United Arab Emirates 
and Iran (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). 

And whereas definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject 
goods vide Customs Notification No. 99/2001-Customs, dated 
3.10.2001. 
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2 Product Under Consideration 


Tpe product under consideration is White Portland Cemei 
known as VVhite Cement. White Cement is construction 
it is primarily used for non-structural purposes. It 
a chitectural purposes, flooring, manufacturing of fli 
iment based exterior paints and cement wash (white v 
ement has low content of soluble alkalies and does not 

hite Cement is classified in Chapter 25 of the Custo 
ection V of the Act, which pertains to Mineral Product 
^b-heading 2523.21. The Customs, and ITC HS clas 
^wever, indicative only and in no way binding on the s 
^sent investigation. 

Initiation 


It commonly 
naterial and 
is used for 
)oring tiles, 
rash). White 
cause stain. 

n Tariff Act 
s) under the 
Bification is, 
icope of the 


)e Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the AD 
ere under require the Author^ to review from time to tii| 
r continuance of anti-dumping duty. M/s. J K White Ce| 
nit of J K Cement Limited) supported by M/s Grasim Ini 
/hite Cement Division), Kharia Khangar, Rajasthan h 
plication substantiating the need for sunset review j 
mping duty imposed on the subject goods originating in 
im UAE and Iran and have requested for contin 
hancement of the anti-dumping duty imposed on su 
der the above mentioned notifications for a further 
ars. The Designated Authority considers that the suns 
i anti dumping duty recommended would be approp 
)ge under the provision of section 9A (5) of the Cur 
mendment) Act, 1995 as amended and the rul^ made I 


Rules made 
ne the need 
ment Works 
lustries Ltd. 
3 ve filed an 
of the anti- 
or exported 
luation and 
bject goods 
period of 5 
bt review of 
pate at this 
Moms Tariff 
hereunder. 


Countries Involved 


e countries involved in the present reviews are UAE and Iran 

Procedure 


iving satisfied itself on the basis of evidence submitted by domestic 
lustry for review of the final findings notified vide No.[^64/1/2000- 
^D dated 30.8.2001 and final duty imposed by Notincation No. 
/2001-Customs, dated 3.10.2001, the Authority hereby initiates 
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investigations to review whether ces^tion of antidumping duty on 
imports of White Cement originating in or exported from UAE and Iran 
is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury to 
domestic industry in accordance with the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1995 and AD Rules. 

The review covers all aspects of Notification No. 64/1/2000-DGAD 
dated 30.8.2001. M/s. J K White Cement Works (Unit of J K Cement 
Limited) and M/s Grasim Industries Ltd. had represented on behalf of 
the domestic industry in the original investigations also. The Authority 
proposes to consider these companies, who constitute the major 
proportion of the production of the subject goods in India, as dome^ic 
industry in accordance with the Rules supra. 

6. Period of Investigation 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is $7 
October 2004 to 30® September 2005 (12 months). However, ir^i^ 
analysis shall cover the years 2002-03,2003-04, 2004-05 and POI. 

7. Submission of Information 

The exporters in subject countries, their government through their 
Embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be 
concerned and the domesitic industry are being addressed separately 
to submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and 
to make their views known to the; 

The Designated Authority, 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry, 

Department of Commerce, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & AHied Duties, (DGAD), 
Room No. 240, Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110011 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to 
the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time 
limit set out below. 
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Time Limit 


Arjy 
h 
a 


dati 

re 

in 

b<| 


9. 


cd 


information relating to the present review and any request for 
^ring should be sent in writing so as to reach the Autliority at the 
qdress mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the 
e of publication of this review notification. If no information is 

e ived within the prescribed t|me limit or the information received is 

mplete, the Designated Authority may record its fincings on the 
sis of the available oh record in accordance vwth the AD 
Ribles. I 


inspection of Public File 


ln|terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect tt e public file 

iibmitted by 
pity refuses 
ation within 
ligation, the 
available to 
emment as 


ntaining non-confidential version of the evidence s 
other interested parties. In case where an interested p 
aqcess to, or otherwise does not provide necessary infoin^ 
reasonable period, or significantly impedes the invbs 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the ^Kits 

It 


and make such recommendations to the Central Gov 
dbemedfit. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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